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The appendix in recent literature includes a summary of recent work
on ' reflexion ' by Etienne Maigre. Through the work of Ribot uid
Binet on intelligence and thought, France is already much in sympathy
with the later work of Kttlpe's school; an ' Essai de chirom&ncie expert-
mentale' by Binet, who, with the objectivity which is so characteristic of
him, attacks the subject experimentally and finds in favour of signs of
intelligence in the hand; as well as a ' causene peVlagogique ' with the
editor, showing the position of practical efforts in this direction in France
(pp. 406-431). The volume closes with sixty-seven pages of notice* of
papers, written largely by the several authors themselves. .

HXRBY J. WATT.

Intelligenz iind Wille. DK. E. MEUMANN. Leipzig: Quelle & Meyer,.
1908. Pp. viii, 293. Geb. 380 marks.

The problems of intelligence and will demand at the present time oon-
tinued study and revision. Many new prospects towards the investiga-
tion of intelligence have been opened out in some of the recent work on
thought. On all three subjects we find in Meumann's book general
discussions of a fresh and most suggestive kind.

The first half of the work, which deals with Intelligence, shows three
main divisions. The first of these deals with the formal presuppositions,
and antecedent conditions of intelligence, such ax Attention, Practice,
Disposition, Fatigue and the like. In the second, ' the material pre-
suppositions of Intelligence,' we have a chapter on Observation, in which
is embodied an interesting appreciation of Ruskin as the extreme type of
a mind dominated by the habit of observation, as well as chapters on
Memory and Phantasy, in relation to Intelligence. On most of these
subjects Meumann in, of course, particularly well qualified to write dis-
cursively. The third main division deals with Thought.

The second half of the book is devoted to the discussion of Will and its
relation to Intelligence, whereby the connexions between Will and Type
of Character and Temperament are treated in an interesting way.. In
the end precedence IH given, if at all, rather to Intelligence than to
Will, although both are well balanced against each other, and hope is
pointed towards a possible future suppression of the antagonism between
these two ancient philosophical divinities. The instincts and sentiments
might, we think, perhaps have received a little more detailed treatment
as part of the material basis of voluntary action.

In general the effect of different mental activities of a lower order upon
thought and intelligence and the use made of the former are well shown
up. Suggestive indications are given of the extent to which the lower
faculties can simulate or take up the work of intelligence. The book will
doubtless be of oonmderablo service to pedagogy. It i~ well written and
very readable, and may be heartily recommended to all interested in a.
many-sided and not too abstract treatment of the relation of Will to-
Intelligence.

H. J. WATT.

Br.ritM Uber den III Koiigrtus fur ExperimetUcUt Pnichologit. Edited by
PHOT. DB. F. SCHUMANN. Leipzig: J. A. Barth, 1909. Pp. xni, 283-
9 marks.

Tli is report, like that of the second congress, contains a number of very
valuable critical summaries of work done in important fields. The first.
hi by Ladwig Kdinger, Direktor of the Neurological Institute in Frank-
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fort, on the ' Relations between Comparative Anatomy and Comparative
Psychology' (pp. 1-21). The second is by Prof. Ed. Claparede of Geneva
on the ' Methods of Psychological Observation and Exper.inent upon
Animals,' in the text of which are embodied fullest references to the
literature (pp. 22-68). The third, ' On the Understanding of Speech from
the Point ot View of Pathology,' is by Prof. A. Pick of Prague (pp. 59-90
with bibliography;. Closely related to it is the fourth, ' On the Under-
standing of Speech from the Point of View of Normal Psychol.igy,' by
Dr. Karl Biihler, Pnvatdozent in Wurzburg (pp. 94-128 and bibliography).
Lastly we have a critical discussion of theories concerning ' the patho-
logical behaviour of the attention,' by Dr. W. Specht, Privatdozent in
Munich (pp. 131-190).

It would be difficult to overestimate the value of these papers, which
give to such a congress-report an interest it could not otherwise have.
It is obvious that the topios for these critical reports have been carefully
chosen by the committee of the society. If the high standard of this
work is kept up for a number of years, the society will become an im-
portant factor in the organisation of psychological interest and work. I t
would be impossible to criticise Uie papers in detail or justly in a short
space. They are to be heartily recommended to all who are interested in
the subjects they deal with, and each will be found most useful, if not
indispensable. It is interesting to notice how much helpful co-operation
and sympathy seems to exist in Germany between psychologists and
psychiatrists.

The usual swarm of small papers follows at the end of the volume
(pp. 195-283).

H. J. WATT.

Socrate. By G. ZUCCANTE. Milan, 'iurin and Rome: Fratelli Bocca,
1909. Pp. vm, 412.

It is not too much to say that, after all that has been written about him,
Socrates still remains the most mysterious figure in the history of Greek
thought. Every one agrees that in some way he gave a direction to
Philosophy which it has retained ever since, and yet no one seems to have
succeeded in explaining « hat he taught or even what manner of man he
was I believe myself that this is entirely due to the fundamental error
of regarding Xenophou and Aristotle rather than Aristophanes and Plato
as the most trustworthy witnesses to fact where ^ocrates is concerned, and
I can see no hope that the Titanic figure of the true Socrates will I* re-
stored to its rightful place in our Histories of Philosophy until we learn
that all but the latest writings of Pinto adhere, as he says himself in his
Letters, to the historical truth about his master, to a degree which modern
expositors do not suspect. Meanwhile Mr. Zuccnnte's book represents
at least a step in the right direction. Though he l.uilds in the first
instance upon Xenophon, and has not found out that everj statement
of importance which Aristotle makes about Socrates comes direct from
Plato, he has so far availed himself of the Platonic evidence, corro-
borated as it is by Xenophon's own admissions, as to do some measure
of justice to the influence of mathematics on Socrates, and to that extent
to recognise the verisimilitude of the caricature of the Clmtds. Whiit he
fails to see is that the evidence of Plato and Aristophanes proves the
existence of a curious mystic strain in the thought of the great rationalist,
and drives us to admit, what his knowledge of mathematics and his ac-
quaintance with Simmias and Cebes conhrm, that Socrates stands his-
torically in very close connexion with the Orphic-Pythagorean circles.
I t is, to my mind, precisely our persistence in ignoring the Pythagorean
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